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Labourite, asked whether he was aware that Mr. Stanley's "somewhat truculent speech created misgivings both in the United States and the Dominions." The Prime Minister responded: "We must equally beware of truculence a?nd of grovelling."
That Thucydides could analyse the psychological motives of our modern statesmen so skilfully is merely evidence that ancient and modern men are essentially alike. Yielding and compromise would be construed as a sign of "weakness/' even when Socrates chose to give himself thirty days to die. The seventy-year-old Socrates happened to believe in satyagraha, and in the integrity of spiritual principles. His accuser, Anytus, stood for law and order and even for public morality. Anytus went to the temple to worship. Anytus, too, was a good man, and a God-fearing man, by all public records. There was another good man, Pontius Pilate, who once washed his hands of an important matter. Who ever said that Pontius Pilate was a bad man? He merely declined diplomatically to interfere in the private affairs of another nation, even though it involved the murder of an innocent man. There are in fact more historic analogies than we can stomach.
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READING history may be a costly effort. Thucydides in the Modern Library costs 95 cents, but the failure to read it properly may be much more costly to the modern world. For today the issue of empire versus freedom is unsolved and ignored. Therefore the issue of India as a test case must be studied.
The issue of India is more than the issue of India; it is